REMARKS 

Claims 9 to 17 have been added. Accordingly, claims 1 to 17 are pending in 
this application. Reconsideration of the present application in view of the foregoing 
amendments and following remarks is respectfully requested. 

Applicants thank the Examiner for allowing claim 7. With respect to the 
objection of claim 7, claim 7 has been amended as suggested by the Examiner. Approval and 
entry of amended claim 7 is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claims 1 to 5 and 8 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 5,402,394 ("Turski"). 

While Applicants do not necessarily agree with the merits of these rejections, 
to facilitate matters, claims 1, 5 and 8 have been amended herein without prejudice to include 
the features of allowed claim 7, with respect to predefining a shape, determining a correction 
quantity using the predefined shape and a shape of an overall global time curve, and 
approximating a new shape of at least one of a first global time curve and a second global 
time curve. Claims 2 to 4 depend from claim 1 , and thus also include these features of 
allowed claim 7 by virtue of their dependency. It is therefore respectfully submitted that 
claims 1 to 5 and 8 are allowable for at least the same reasons as allowed claim 7, and 
withdrawal of these rejections is respectfully requested. 

Claim 5 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Turski in 
view of information that the Office asserts was well known. 

It is respectfully submitted that even if the information the Office asserts was 
well known (which is not conceded), such asserted well-known information does not cure the 
critical deficiencies of the Turski reference (as explained above) with respect to features of 
allowed claim 7, now included in claim 5, as presented. Accordingly, claim 5, as presented, 
is allowable for essentially the same reasons as allowed claim 7. Withdrawal of this rejection 
is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claim 6 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Turski in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 5,896,524 ("Halstead"). 

It is respectfully submitted that even if it were proper to modify the primary 
Turski reference as suggested by the Office Action (which is not conceded), the secondary 
Halstead reference does not cure the critical deficiencies of the Turski reference (as explained 
above) with respect to claim 5, from which claim 6 depends. Accordingly, claim 6 is 
allowable for at least the same reasons as claim 5. Withdrawal of this rejection is therefore 
respectfully requested. 
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New claims 9 to 1 7 add no new matter and are fully supported by the present 
application, including the Specification. In particular, claim 9 recites features essentially like 
certain features of claim 1, claims 10 and 14 recite features essentially like claim 2, claims 1 1 
and 15 recite features essentially like claim 3, claims 12 and 16 recite features essentially like 
claim 4, claims 13 and 17 recite features essentially like claim 6. 

New claims 9 to 13 depend from allowed claim 7, and are therefore allowable 
for at least the same reasons as allowed claim 7. New claims 14 to 17 depend from claim 8, 
as presented, and are therefore allowable for at least the same reasons as claim 8, as presented 

Accordingly, claims 1 to 6 and 8 to 17 are allowable - like allowed claim 7. 



pending claims are allowable. It is therefore respectfully requested that the objections and 
rejections be withdrawn. All issues raised by the Examiner having been addressed, an early 
and favorable action on the merits is respectfully requested. 



Conclusion 



In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that all of the presently 



Respectfully submitted, 




By: 



Gerard A. Messina 
(Reg. No. 35,952) 
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